
&EPA United States Envircnmental Protection Agency 
WaSI'Iington. D.C. 20460 

Water Compliance Inspection Report 
Section A: National Data System COding (I.e .. PCS) 

Transaction Code NPOES yr/moJday Inspection Type Inspector FacType 

1~ u ~AIUIO if.t21~1'f 1!11 !1 17 lo 14 l2 1&1 L:J ~ I2J 
Remarks 

21! I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I !GG 

Inspection Work Days FatUity Self-Monitoring ell31uation Rating Bl QA ReseNed 

67 1 F JO 169 1oU 11 U n U 73 Ll.J 74 75 1 I I I I I I lao 

section B: FacilitY_ Data 

Name and Location of Faca~ ln~ed (For industrial users discharging to P07VI, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Dale 
include P01W name and N DE permit number) 

9:00AM/ 04/26/17 UnpermiUed Pride & Joy Dairy #1 
2145 Uberty Road Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date Granger, Washington 98932 

10:10 AM/ 04126/17 Unpermitted 

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)ITitl tsl~~one and..Ea>S. Numt>er(s) Other Fatiti!Y Data ~.g., SIC NAICS. and other 

Allen Voortman/Owner and Operator b) ) 
descriptive informa · n} · 

Cheryl Voortman/Owner and Opera!< Compliance Evaluation Inspection 

Lat.: 46.36987 
Long.: -120.14292 

Name. Address of Responsible OfficlaiiTitleiPhone and Fax Number 

Allen Voortman/Owner and Operator/(509) 840·2530 
Contacted 

SIC: 0241 (Dairy Farm) 
Cheryl Voortman/Owner and Operator/(509) 840-2531 1!1 Yes C No NAICS: 112120 
2145 Liberty Road 
Granger, WA 98932 

Section C: Areas Evaluated During ln!H>_ection Check only those areas evaluatecf) 
Permit 

~ 
Self-Monitoring Program ,... Pretreatment UMS4 F=:= :i:: RecordsfReports 1-- Compliance Schedules 

~ 
Pollution Prevention 

~ Facility Site Review ~ Laboratory i- StoonWater 

-:b. EflluenVRecelving waters roo- Operations & Maintenanee ~ Combined Sewer Overflow 
_ Flow Measurement ,__ Slu<:tge Handling!Oisposal .._ Sanitary Sewer Overflow 

Section 0: Summary of Findings/Comments 
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists. including Single Event Violation codes. as necessary) 

SEVCodes SEV Description 

• • • • • • • • • • See the attached report. 

• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • 
• • • • • • • • • • 

Name(s) and Sign an (5) o7pec~ • L ./ Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date 

Joseph Roberto ~ EPAIOCE/206·553-1669 05101/17 
c.. -

# 

t: 
~// 
~~,o'tManagemJlQZl_~- F£47fi47;ii£b3 -07S~ Date 5; /{J /;J ~7J 
EPA ~otm ~G0-3 (Jit'l 1-Gi) P:;:,us ed1tiot\$ ate o'-J1e1a 

- I .:r:.. c.."};:.'.) • 



ISSTflliCfiO)o'S 

Src:lion A: ~alionall>alo System Coding (i.e., PCS) 

Cnl•mn I: Transuceion Colle: Use N, C. or D for New. Change. or Delete. All inspeclions mil be ne~r unless !.here IS lUI error m lhedaw cn1crcd. 

Col•mns 3-11: SJ>DES J>crmil!'io. Enter the factlitys NPDES .,ennil number -third character in pcnmt number indicates permit type for U""''n~'I'ITlillcd. 
G"'!!L'tiL"flll permit. etc .. (Use the Remarks collmms 10 record tl~ State permit !lumber. If necessary.) 

. . . ..'\ . . ~\ · ~ 
Col1mns 12-17: Inspection Dut~. Insert the date ''till)' was made into the fllctlity. Usc the yl:lll'lmonthfday format cc g .• 04110/0 I • October 0 I • .2004). 

Column 18: lns~elion Tyre•. Usc one of the codes listed below to describe the t>(lC ofinspcclton· 

A Pcrfonnance Aud11 u IU Inspection with Pretreatment Audil Pretreatment Comp~ance (Oversight) 
B Compl lanC1: Btomomtonn~ X Toxics Inspection 

@ Follow-up (enforcement) c Compl1.1ncc E~aluatkln (non-sampling) z Sludge • Biosolids 
D D•agnostlc I# Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling Storm Water-Construction-Sampling 
F Pretreo~unenl (Follow-up} s Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling 

Slorm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling G Pretrc~tmcnl (Awlil) + Sanilal)' Sewer Overflow-Samplin9 
I Industrial User (IU) lnspccllon & Sanitary Sewer Overtlow-Non-Sampting Storm Waler·Non-Construction-Sampliog 
J Complatnts \ CAFO·Sampllng 
M M1dttm~'IJul = CAFO.Non-Sampli91 Storm Water·Non·Construction-
N Spill 2 IU Sampling Inspection Non-San;pling 

0 Compliance Evaluation (Oversight) 3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection < Storm Water-MS4.Samp~ng 

p Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 IU Toxics Inspection - Storm Waler·MS4·Non-Sampllng 
R Reconnals$C!nce 5 IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment > Storm Water-MS4-Audlt 

s Compliance Sampling 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment 
7 IU Taxies with Pretreatment 

Column 19: Inspector Cod&. Us& on& of the codes listed below to describe the lead agency In the Inspection. 

A - State (Contractor) 0- Other tnspectOI'S, FederaiiEPA (Sp~ In Remarks columns) e ·- ~PA (Contractor) P- Other lns~orsl State (SpecifY in Remarks columns) 
J = J:rfl5ect~~?:T~pectors-EPA Lead ~ = ~iate~~:'Jbr nspector 
L --- L~l Health Department (State) T- Joint Slate/EPA Inspectors-state lead 
N NEIC Inspectors 

Column 20: Facility Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facility. 

1 - Municipal. PubiK:Iy Owned Treatment Wortts (POTWs) wilh 1987 Standard tndustlial Code (SIC) 4952. 
2 - Industrial. Other !han mtmicipal, agricultural. and Federal facililies. 
3 - Agricultural. Faci6ties classified wilh 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971. 
4 - Federal. Facilities ldentlfted as Federal by the EPA Regional Office. 
5- Ot1 & Gas. Fac~ities dassified with 1987 SIC 131 1 to 1389. 

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region. 

Columns 67-69; Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to tile nearest 0.1 work day). up to 99.9 days. that were used to complete the 
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes lhe accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort lor laboratory 
analyses, testing. and remote sensing: and the billed payro• time for travel and pre and post inspeQ!on preparalion. ThiS estimate does not require detaRed 
documentation. 

Column 70: FaciUty Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the Inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate !he quality oft he facility 
self-monitoring program. Grade lhe program using a scale of 1 to 5 With a score of 5 being used for very rellable self-monitoring programs. 3 being 
satisfactory. and 1 being used for very unreliable programs. 

Column 71: Blomonltorlng Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F fDl flow through testing. Enler N lor no biomonitoring. 

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q If the lnspec11on was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results. Enter N 
otheiWise. 

Columns 73·80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined Information. 

Section B: Facility Data 

This section is self-explanatory e•cept for "Other Facility Data; which may include new information not In the permit or PCS {e g .. new oulfalls. names ol 
receiving waters, new ownet'Ship, other updates to the record, SICINAlCS Codes. Latitude/Longitude). 

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection 

Check only those areas evaluated by 11\811(jng the appropriate box. Use Section 0 and additional sheets as neces$C!ry. Support the findings. as neces$C!ry, 
In a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form {e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the 
inspection. 

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments 

Briefly summarize the lnspection findings. This summary should abstract lhe pertinent Inspection findings. not replece the narratiw report Reference a list 
of aUachmectls. such as completed checklists taken from the NPOES Compfiance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents. including 
effluent data when sampling has been done Use exlra sheets as necessary. 

·Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column 18. a state may continue to use the follnw!ng wet weather and CAFO Inspection types 
untP the slate is brought into ICIS.NPOES: K: CAFO, V. SSO, Y: CSO, W: Storm Water 9: MS4. States may also use the new wet weather, CI>J!O and MS4 
Inspections types shown in column 18 or ltlis fonn. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO. and MS4 inspection types for 
inspections with an Inspection date (OTIN) on or after July 1. 2005. 
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Majestic Farms NPDES Inspection Report 

I. Overview 

This inspection report documents the findings of the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) compliance inspection conducted by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} at Pride & Joy Dairy #1 (facility) on April 26, 
2017. 

This compliance inspection consisted of a(n): 

• Opening Conference - During the opening conference, I provided a business card 
and presented my inspector credentials to Mrs. Cheryl Voortman. During the 
opening conference, I discussed the purpose and expectations of the inspection. 

• Site Review - During the site review we examined the areas of the facility 
associated with the dairy operation. This included a view of the feed storage areas, 
animal confinement areas, and the manure containment system. See Section VI of 
this report for details ofthe site review. 

• Records Review - During the inspection, I requested to see the nutrient 
management plan (NMP) records. See Section IV.G of this report for details 
regarding the records review conducted as part of the inspection. 

• Closing Conference - I concluded the inspection with a closing conference, during 
which I discussed the preliminary inspection findings and areas of concern. See 
Section VII of this report for details regarding areas of concern identified during the 
inspection. 

The primary focus of this inspection was to conduct a compliance evaluation inspection 
to determine compliance with the Clean Water Act. For this facility, this meant 
evaluating whether manure, manure laden wastewater, or other wastewater 
associated with this dairy operation is leaving tbc facility and entering waters of the 
United States. This evaluation did not include the collection of wastewater samples. 

Unless otherwise noted, all details in this inspection report were obtained from 
conversations with Mrs. Voortman or from observations during the inspection. 

II. Inspection Entry 

I first attempted to gain access to this facility at 9:00AM on April 25, 2017. During this 
initial visit, I met with Mr. Allen Voortman. Among other things, Mr. Voortman 
indicated that he did not have time to accompany me on the inspection that day (April 25, 
2017). Instead, 1 scheduled a time to return to the dairy at 9:00AM the folJowing day 
(April26, 2017). 

I returned to the facility the following day as scheduled. Specifics regarding entry to the 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

facility on April26, 2017 are as follows: 
• This was an EPA led inspection, although I was accompanied by Mr. Daniel 

McCarty with the Washington State Department of Agriculture (WSDA). 
• I presented credentials to Mrs. Cherty Voortman upon arriving at the facility. 
• I explained to Mrs. Voortman that this visit was a compliance inspection to 

detennine if manure or manure laden wastewater or any other discharges from the 
facility were entering nearby waterways. 

• Mrs. Voortman did not deny us access to the facility. 
• We were allowed to inspect all areas of the facility that we requested to inspect. 

III. Inspection Information 

Facility Name Pride & Joy Dairv #l 

Inspection Date April 26, 2017 

Time Arrived 9:00AM 

Time Departed lO:IOAM 

Weather Condition Cloudy with Light Rain at Times 
Facility Representatives Mrs. Cheryl Voortman was present throughout the inspection. Mr. Allen 

Present Voortman was present at the end of the inspection, immediately after the 
closing conference. 

Joe Roberto (EPA Lead Inspector) 
Inspection Team Daniel McCarty (WSDA) 

I did not see a wastewater discharge from this facility at the time of the 
Observed Discharge inspection. I also did not see any evidence of past discharges. 

Inspection Type Compliance evaluation inspection, without sample coJJection 

IV. Facility Information 

A. General Information 

Owner and Operator Allen and Cheryl Voortman 

Contact Information ~0) (6) 
(509) 854-1389 (office) 

~(Allen's cell) ~o) (6) 1 {Cheryl 's ceJl) 
prideandiovdf(a\earthlink.net 

Type of Operation I Dairy 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

Standard Industrial 
Classification (SIC) Code 0241 (Dairy Fanns) 

North American Industrial 
Classification System (NAICS) 1 12120 (Dairy Cattle and Milk Production) 

Code 
2145 Liberty Road 

Physical Address Granger, Washington 98932 
2145 Liberty Road 

Mailin~ Address Granger, Washington 98932 

GPS Coordinates +46.36987°/-120.14292° 

Permit Status This facility is not currently covered by an NPDES pennit. 
The nearest waterway to this facility is the Granger Drain. 

Receiving Water However, I did not see a likely pathway for wastewater from the 
facility to enter this waterway. See Attachment A for details. 

Mr. and Mrs. Voortman began operating at this location in 
Lcn,-h of Operation November 1978. 

Number of Employees 12 

B. Facility Description 
This facility is an organic dairy operation that confines dairy cattle in confinement 
areas. This facility consists of a milk house, confinement pens, feed storage areas, a 
wastewater storage lagoon, an irrigation pond, pastures, and nearby fields for manure 
application. This operation confines cattle of various ages from calves younger than 
six months old to milking cows. See Attachment A for details regarding the major 
components of this facility. 

C. Facility Size 
The facility includes approximately 199 acres owned by the facility. Approximately 
35 ofthe 199 acres consists of the animal confinement area and the remaining 164 
acres is land used for manure application. 

In addition to the above, Mr. and Mrs. Voortman lease 50 acres of fann b'found that is 
used for manure application. 

D. Number of Animals 
At the time of the inspection, the facility confined the following: 

• 350 milking cows, 
• 50 dry cows, 
• 60 breeding age heifers, and 
• 60 younger heifers and calves. 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

E. Length of Animal Confmement 
According to Mrs. Voortman, cattle at this facility are confined throughout the year in 
the animal confinement areas. Cattle at this facility are also provided access to 
pastures at various times. 

F. Vegetation in the Confinement Area 
I did not see any vegetation in the animal confinement areas at the time of the 
inspection. 

G.NMP 
At the time of the inspection, I asked Mrs. Voortman for a copy of the facility NMP 
documentation. This facility does have a NMP. According to Mrs. Voortman, the 
NMP for this facility was created on December 13, 2000 and was last updated on 
December 12, 2003. 

The current NMP specifies that the number of animals maintained at this facility is as 
follows: 

• 225 milking COWS, 

• 45 dry cows, and 
• 150 heifers and calves. 

Note that the number of animals identified in the NMP is less than the number of 
animals confined at the time of the inspection. 

Note that the review of the NMP documentation was not a comprehensive review 
designed to identify all deficiencies. Rather, the review of these documents was more 
cursory in nature. Any NMP deficiencies observed are listed in the " Areas of 
Concern" section of this report. 

H. Manure Storage and Handling 
This facility is designed with the goal of not discharging manure, manure laden 
wastewater, or other wastewater from the dairy to waters of the United States. This 
goal is accomplished by containing all generated dairy wastes onsite within the dairy 
facility untiJ it can be land applied as ferti1izer on nearby farm ground. 

The bulk of the waste and wastewater at this facility is generated in the animal 
confinement area of the dairy. The wastewater portion of the waste generated at this 
facility is routed to a wastewater storage lagoon for long term storage until it can be 
land applied to nearby farm ground. 

The storage capacity of the wastewater storage lagoon at this facility is approximately 
664,000 gallons. According to Mrs. Voortman, this lagoon provides at least six 
months of storage capacity. 

Manure solids generated at the facility are also ultimately land applied and used as 
fertilizer. Manure solids from the confinement pens are scraped once per year (during 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

the spring) and land applied using a manure spreader. 

I. Animal Access to Waters of the United States 
Animals at this facility are confined within corrals or fences and as a result do not 
have access to surface waters. 

J. Dead Animal Disposal 
Dead animals from this facility are hauled away by Baker Commodities, which is a 
rendering operation. 

V. Compliance History 

The last routine inspection of this facility was conducted by the WSDA on June 15, 2016. 
The report for this inspection indicated that the facility was in compliance at that time, 
however, it also mentioned that follow up was required. The report indicates that the 
follow up action required is that the NMP be updated. See Attachment B for a copy of 
the June 15, 20 16 inspection report. 

VI. Site Review 

The site review of this facility included a view of the confinement areas, wastewater 
storage lagoon, and the feed storage areas. See Attachment A of this report with includes 
.an aerial image and photographic documentation of the facility as seen during the site 
review. 

Specifically, the site review included a view of the following: 
• irrigation pond (see photograph #1 of Attachment A), 
• wastewater storage lagoon (see photograph #2 of Attachment A), 
• confinement areas (see photograph #3 of Attachment A), and 
• feed storage areas (see photograph #6 of Attachment A). 

VII. Areas of Concern 

At the time of the inspection I identified one area of concern. This concern is identified 
as follows: 

A. NMP Update NMP file information indicates that the number of animals 
confined at this facility consists of 225 milking cows, 45 dry cows, and 150 
heifers and calves. However, the actual number of animals confined at the facility 
at the time of the April 26, 20 I 7 inspection was 350 milking cows, 50 dry cows, 
and 120 heifers and calves. 

Because the actual number of animals confined is higher than the number 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

established in the NMP, the actual amount of manure generated at the facility is 
likely also higher than that established in the NMP. While there is inadequate 
infonnation to detennine whether the facility is appropriately managing the 
amount of waste it generates, updating the NMP will at least show on paper that 
the increased amount of manure and wastewater generated can be properly 
managed by the facility. 

VIII. Closing Conference 

Prior to concluding the inspection, I held a closing conference with Mrs. Voortman on 
April 26, 2017. The purpose of this closing conference was to discuss the preliminary 
findings of the inspection. I discussed the area of concern listed above and then I thanked 
her for her time and assistance with the inspection. 

Report Completion Date: 

Lead Inspector Signature: 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Photograph Documentation 

Unless othenvisc noted, all photographs were taken by Joe Roberto on Aprll26, 2017 using a 
Samsung SL605. 

This Attachment includes an aerial image of the facility. This aerial image contains hexagons ( Q_.,..) which 
identify the approximate location of the photographer where certain Photograph Documentation photographs 
were taken. The number within the hexagon corresponds with the Photograph Documentation photo number. 
The arrow attached to the hexagon indicates the direction of the photograph. 

Pride & Joy Dairy #1 





Photo #I: Northeasterly view showing the irrigation pond. This pond is used to mix 
irrigation water and manure water from the lagoon. This mixture is then land applied using 
sprinklers (pivot and wheel line). Camera photograph #SAM 2752. 

Photo #2: Northeasterly view of the manure lagoon. Camera photograph #SAM 2753. 



Photo #3: Northwesterly view showing a portion of the confinement area at the facility. 
Camera photograph #SAM 2754. 

Photo #4: Northerly view showing a catch basin on Majestic Farms (a neighboring dairy 
operation) from the northern property boundary of Pride and Joy Dairy. Camera photograph 
#SAM 2755. 



Photo #5: Easterly view of the border between Mnjestic Fanns on the left and Pride and Joy 
Dairy on the right. Camera photograph #SAM 2756. 

Photo #6: Northwesterly view showing the commodity storage nrea. Camera pho!Ob'faph 
#SAM 2757. 



ATTACHMENT B 

June 15,2016 WSDA Inspection Report 

Pride & Joy Dairy #I 



ICC;~-. 

Business Name: Pride & Joy Dairy #1 

CAFO Pennlt? None CAFO Pennlt ID: 
AG ID No: 7052 License Issue Date: 01/01/1998 

FatUity Type: Dairy 

Site Address: 2145 UbertyRd Granger,WA 98932 

MaDing Addtess: 2145 LibertyRd Grarw;~er.WA 98932 
Latitude: 46.369885 Longitude: ·120.145861 

ConsetVatlon District: South Yakima 

CAFOissue Dale: 

Inspection Type:· ! Folowj.p Routine Other Type: !Left message 

Status: AC!Ml 

CAFOTermlnation Data: 

Sub.Ca1egory: CJAgency Refllrrat C)Aerial Q';ltb:en Complaint ())NMP O>round ~ [J)elf Report 

oateoflnllpectton:~ITime: · l12 · II 00 J I PM J 
WSDAinspector I Daniel McCarty · I 
other Attending: 1 

.~Ptlln 

1. Does the fann have a nutrient management t>Yes QNo 
plan (NMP)?" 
2.1s lhe NMP on sfte7• OYes QNo 
3. Are animal numbers based on revised 
WSP?• QYu QNo If Ye~;, Enter Date: 

Land for Nutrien1 
Applk:atlon 

AeresONned 

Acres Laased or 
Ran tad 

Total 

llves1ock (Dally) 

Milking Cows 

Dry Cows 

Heifers (6 mos • 
fresh) 

calves (0 • 6 mos) 

Total animals on site 

11!J_iwstock N/A 

Uvestodc (Non-
Dairy) 

Beef • Heifers 

Beef· Feed Lot 

Beef Cow/Calf 

Beaf·Bull5 

Chicken ·Broilers 

Chicken· Layers 

Chicken· Fres 
Range 

Other 

Total animals on site 

Current-# Dllfefence 

121 to 300 0 to 25 

NMP-# Cumtnt4 Difference 

200to699 ( 
38 10 199 r-----

15010 m I 



ApptOval 
Dale:12J13/2000 
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Data: ) 
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Comments: 

Oelo<e 

----- -----~--------------------------------------------------~--------

~--~~-~- ~-precJ~ -
, Are req\Ared appfication o__ 0 o_ ' 
•'reCO!Us malrialned? 

Comments: 

Ana req\ired nwient test 0 1Q fQ 1 
records maintained? ) v I ,. 
Comments: 

Comments: 

1::i reqlired so I test 
maintained? 

I 
Comments. 

!comments: . - -

I Ana digestate records 10() 0 /maintained? ju u 

Comments· L Are other records 
aintained? 

Comments· 

, ·---J. 
tr"No", which years are not maln_~ta-ln_ed_?_-===-==lf:::=======-~~-1

1 I 
Field 10 Met/loci 
Commercial Nutrient Source 
Crop Nwient Analr.;ls 
Crop need based on Total N Appfied 

eJq:~ected yields Total P App6ed 
Application dates Weather Day Prior 
App&catlon rates Weather Oayol app 

i ;:::::====--~c- - I -~--~~~....:.~-----
Annuallab test 

~~~.~~~~~~~~-~MY~------
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Transfer Agreement 
El<;lort Date 
TotaiN 
TotaiP 
Total Volume 
Dig estate 

AMual Faa N;trate 
Complete soil test every 
three y&ar.~ 
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pH 
Ammori~ 
p 
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EC 

I i 
-- -- ---- I 

Totallnigatlon water appied by fieta 
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f 
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-· 

J 
- - -

- · =· . -· I -
I 

ll I 
! 

it l---~~----1 
Actval yields and nWient analysis 
Additional manure tests 
Weather forecasts 
Application risk managemenl 
works*ts 
Calibra~on 



1. Do enoogh records el!isl to make a determination of agn:momlc: application OYeli CNo 

f oRs_ln_!le following, fields highlighted In RED are at or above 4!5ppm fall~ l~vel: 

I~ I c:::J CJ CJ c:::::J c:::::J c::J c::::J .l Add 

2. o --- acresoutofatotaloi [Ow25 ac:res was al or ab011e 45 ppm nitrate in 3 OYt of lhe lasl5 years of post-harwst nitrate tests from 1t1e top foot soil. 

Soils In the follawil1g fields h!ghllgl!ted In RED are at or above 100,P.J>mJI!!MJ!barus level: 

I~ I c::::::::J c::::::::J c::::::::J c::::::::J c::::::::J c::::::::J ~ I­
~ 

Comments: 

Field Conditions: Cllare Ground CPense Gress [Yatchy CPn;Jferential pathways Dnle!s) Cfield swale(s) Q:lther 
Comments: 

Management Oaclslons: Q"ladaquate setback$ OnProper placel"llllrt OnProper Umlrg ~~rate [plher 
Corrwnents: 

~ 
Willi[ gyajiJX Yes No Not Required 

1. Are su1ace water quality lesting records mairtaioed: 0 0 0 
Years Maintained: I -

2. Are grourd water quality testing records maimaioed: 0 0 0 
Comments: 
Mlmil MortafiJx Mat\a9iOlllD1 
1. Does facl&ly have an An mal Mortally Management Plan: 0 0 0 

Primary mehld or managel"llllrt: I ·I 
S.condary method of management: I ·I. 

2.1s faclliry foaov.ing an Arlmal Mortally Managament Plan: 0 0 0 
Corrments: 

~luD Willi[ lolioec:tloQ iitDd MiiiDlltDillllil! 
1. Are records being maimaioed to do<:vment inspe<:tiotl. 0 0 0 maintenance and repairs: 

Years maintained: 

Comments: 

LIQUid Malll.lm Sill!ll91 
1. How are lagoon volume being monitofed: 

[J:Iec:lroric depll delec:lon O:low Meters D.agoon Oeplh Martutrs [J)ther 

2. Are wkne moritoring records bei119 maintained: 0 0 0 

Years malntalned: 

3. Are er.:1 of season \I'Olmes wilh 10 perc:ent of expecled YOiume: 0 0 0 
Years maintained: 

Manllllt tfi1DIIIIn!il ~IDment 
1. Do )'OV make liq\ids applica6ons: 0 0 0 

Are record$ of eql.ipment calibrations available; 0 0 0 
Years maintained: 

Ar& record$ ot agronomic rate cab.Utions available: 0 0 0 
Years maintained: 

[o 1-



2. Oo you make solids appfications 

Ate records of equipment calibrations available: 

Years maintained 

Ate l'e(ords of agronomic rate calcula,ons available: 

Years maintained 

Comments: 
Buffl!rfSetbac;k P@ctlces 
1. Do you obserw 100 foot appication buffers 

2. Do you obserw 35 foot or greater vegetative buffer: 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

3. a no. what oonservation practices are IISed to control runoff from field applicat;ons: 

Comments: 
Cbem!cal Hand! jog Pllln 

1. Is Chemical Handling and Disposal Plan belng followed: 0 
Comments: 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

~~,~------~~------------------------------------------~----------------~ 
~onOW:omes Basis of detetmination 

Visual PhOto 

[JThere is an Immediate polanlial tor a release of poiUants to waters 0 O 
oflhe slate 
O.iY!Istock haY!! dlrect access to sllface v.ater 0 0 
QThere Is ~a release of poban'l5 to waters of the state 0 0 
[JThere is evidence of a release to waters of the state 0 0 
~eeotds do oot demonstrate agronomic appication of nulrients 

~equired records are not mairtained 

!S)IMP Needs to be updated 
Issues idenUfied in last inspection: D'IA 

N) 

I 

o_._jo_ 0 ---------------------
Comments: 
Left messaSje to have NMP updated and to contact Laurie at SVCO to do so. 

~nc:e@ty~--

Water 
Sample 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

So~ 
Sample 

0 

0 
0 
0 

I £41 I Delete 

I l .. s. - ,, 

everan Compliance:• c;tn Compliance QOu1 of Compliance .-n CompBance with Follow Up Required 
Compliance Recommendation: O"onnal Enforcement ~OC QNamfng 

~~~~~~~~--·------------------~----~----------~------~----------------~ Is folfow up required? • •Yes ()No 
Follow up required: 
O:a<:ilitylssues Date:-

~MP Updates Date:' 1211Ji016 

~ecordk&eplng lsst.J&S Date~ 

[Jllpp&cation Issues Date: 

OTechnical Assistance Date: 

Teehn~IAss~nce·l Regue~ed 
Technical Assistance Conservation Dls1r1ct: South Yakima 
Conservation District Phone: 509-829-!ro25 
Conservation Olstrlct Email: k:@syccl.us 
Comments: 

Additional colfll'l'llmtS a1tached? • OYIS ,rp.to 
ln:!oeciO! Contac! tnrofTDa!lon· 
Daniel McCany 
509·969·7140 
dmccarty@agr.wa.gov 

Producer approves to have a copy of report sent to: 

Departure Time: I 12 II OS II PM I 
ppecdM Commilnls_ -....----..--------. 

l.eft rrle$Sage to update NMP. 




